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co'nmitted to the need for
{nternational eontrol of nu-
clear weapons and had
shifted their institutional af-
filiation to the Arms Con-
trol and Disa.rmament
Agency.

" They also share the same,

" suggestive given name, de-

rived from the Teutomc for
“shining warriors.,” These
“soldiers who have seen the,
light” have each written pri-
mers for the citizen on thg
arms ‘race in which they
were leading participants.
And their humanity and
gentleness show in their
wntmg

. Scoville’s work, devastat-
ingly illustrated by Robert
Osborn, presents in erisp
~and econcise fashion the up-
‘to-date facts of nuclear war.
He shows that security will
be found, not through ABM,

that this arsenal should be
unleashed is -passing from
human beings to machines.
He warns, in short, that we
may be destroying democ-
racy in order to save it.

And yet one is left won-
dering what is the point of
books like this. Information
alone will not change the
situation; surely, by now,
every literate  Anlerican
knows the danger we face,
And the authors use the
mildest of terms to describe

the mightiest machine for

mass murder the world has

ever seen. They display nei-
ther the anger, the sense of
betrayal, nor the degree of
personal involvement that

are necessary if sufficient
political power is to develop
to turn this machine around.

York describes how this

acts are creating. It is thus
left to the civilian leader-
ship to introduce a sane
perspective and to impose
restraints on the burcauc-
racy. .

But is this enough? Dur-
ing the past quarter-century,
America’s leaders have
sought not to limit our mili-

tary power but to use it to
achicve American domi-

nance, If -they wanted to .

shift course their power
would be severely limited,
when confronted with an en-
trenched, heavily-funded bu-
reaucracy with long experi-
ence at political in.ighting.
York claims we are deesling
with “errors cowmmitted by
sincere men acting in good
faith,” and yet these acts
have always led in the same

d . -7 direction — toward greater
MIRV, FOBS, and the other country has, time after time,, &
acronymic marvels of this provided the fuel for a new defense 4 lspenclimg, maore
mad technology, but only spurt in the arms race, ?f{;}s ana less u tlmate secu-

through unilateral acts and
‘international understand-
ings that halt the addition
of further weapous to an al-
ready monstrous arsenal.
York reaches _the same

showing that “over the last
30 years we have repeatedly
taken unilateral actions that

"have unnecessarily acceler-

ated the race.” Starting with
the atomic bomb project in

conclusion, by tracing his World War Il our defense

plqmly._ the problem lies
within the-very institutions
we created to provide us

+with arins, and we will solve |

it ouly when these institu-
tions have been reduced
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. ; . The result, of course Is a c1ally the Congress—and re-
{ self-fulfilling prophecy, in “directed toward sane and’
which we buﬂdaweapon and constructive ends. .
@g/@ SZ{% f’gjg@j@g the Soviet Union follows suit  Both authors only hint at
shortly thercafter. And we the task that faces us in the
- are still hearing the same re- :gming years, in undolng
T . ande P e work of a generation
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Herbert Scovlllc- Tlustrations by Robert Osborn ;. yet another spurt in clear the danger to ouf
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] we fall behind.” In this way ’ », In
) BACT TO OBI‘IVION wny We continue adding to an ar- ?élarve pxac;sent “coursg, but
; : . . ) ) an “exercise for. -
A Partmp.mts Vxew of the Arms Race -, senal which, cven 30 yoars ‘the reader” the construe
) . ago (before the advent oF tion of 5 strategy that will
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.The authors of these twl'o near-panic reaction to Spuf- " Y;lnk suggests tgat tlie
works were both intimately . he methodical, if igher onc rises in the mill-
involved in the development nik, and tde ;n.ltlo lcf'th tary bureaucracy the more
of nuclear weapons, York as equally mad, buildup of the  gjearly he sees the limited
director of the AEC's Liver- McNamara years. He  utility of military power and
more Laboratory, and Sco- stresses what he calls the the.necessnv for seeking se- ¢
‘yille as director of the Des two “ultimate absurditles,” curity through other means.
fense Department’s weapons- that our security is steadily Those who are enmeshed in
- gest program. They are eX- decreasing even as our mili- the bureaucracy are plmdcd~
P ceptional men. By the mid- tary power multiplies, and. 'O the absurdity and horror
e 60s, they had become deeply that the power to decide! ©f the situation their own :
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war Jb o pth nent, and- thcn justified  Ppermit effective control by
weapons buildup, € these plans by this eiviljans—Iincluding espe-



